
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world by JSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.jstor.org/participate-jstor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



Book Reviews. 245 

taken is a little unhistorical, and that the metaphysical doctrines 
here suggested are a little crude. 

University College, Cardiff. J. S. Mackenzie. 

Kant's Ethik. Eine Einftihrung in ihre Haupt-probleme und 
Beitrage zu deren Losung, von Dr. August Messer, A. O., Pro- 
fessor der Philosophic zu Geissen. Leipzig, Veit & Conp. 1904. 

Prof. Messer defines the objects of his book as two-fold : firstly, 
to serve as an introduction to the study of Kant's ethical writings ; 
and secondly, to set forth their significance for the solution of the 
main ethical problems, in the form which they have, since Kant's 
own day assumed. In respect of both purposes, the author seems 
to me to have achieved conspicuous success. His study both of 
Kant's better-known writings and of the constantly increasing 
mass of posthumous Kantian publications has been patient and pro- 
found; while the appraisement of the issues which divide ethical 
speculation in the present, set forth with remarkable insight and 
clearness, especially in the thirteenth and sixteenth chapters, is in 
the highest degree stimulating and valuable. 

To those readers, at least, whose main knowledge of Kant's 
thought has been derived from second-hand sources, Dr. 
Messer will seem to be an ideal commentator. While he would 
doubtless recognize Kant as his master, he falls into none of the 
extravagances of hero-worship, and is far from adopting a mere 
"Back to Kant !" as the burden of his discourse. He distinguishes 
by the help of the resources which fuller knowledge and the later 
development of thought supply, the essential and central achieve- 
ments of Kant's intellect from the accretions derived from aca- 
demic pedantry and personal idiosyncrasy. The effect upon the 
reader must be to kindle his interest anew in the growth of 
Kant's potent spiritual personality and to enable him to take up 
with hope and zeal the study of the original writings in which 
this growth can be clearly traced. The author claims, in my 
opinion, quite justly, that on the two main questions, as to which 
Kant is at issue with eudaemonist, evolutionist, and determinis- 
tic ethics, our verdict must be given in favor of Kant. The first 
Kantian doctrine which is vindicated against false interpretations 
and hostile attacks is the doctrine of the categorical imperative. 
The essence of this doctrine is shown to be that the only goodness 
which deserves the name of moral goodness consists in the per- 
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formance of duty for its own sake ; and that particular duties can 
only be determined by reflection upon the relations of a plurality of 
rational beings with equal right, in every case, to consideration. 
The determination of particular and general duties must be left to 
applied ethics, and in the last resort to the judgment of the in- 
dividual ; and no peculiarity in the circumstances need be ignored. 
The formal character of the categorical imperative is vindicated, 
indeed, as necessary to the free growth of the spirit, in cor- 
respondence with the varying demands which varying circum- 
stances make upon it. The only comment which I would make is 
that, in my opinion Kant did consider his categorical imperative 
to be capable of establishing certain simple and rigorous rules of 
conduct, which the writers whom he criticised seemed to him to be 
perversely bent on undermining. However, our author's own 
ethical judgments seem to be as unlike the rigorous pharisaism at- 
tributed to Kant as can be ; and it is a real service to thought to 
show that the difficulty which Kant apprehended in the eudaemon- 
istic speculation of his time cannot be explained away by pointing 
to certain superficial defects and paradoxes in Kant's application 
of his own principles. 

To an examination of Kant's views of the central problem of 
freedom, both in their development and in the final form which 
they assumed, the author devotes four masterly chapters. He ad- 
mits that Kant's final statement of his attitude is unsatisfactory, 
and endeavors to supplement and complete it by means of the dis- 
tinction advocated by Eucken, Windelband, Miinsterberg and 
others between spirit and soul ; the soul being the abstract succes- 
sion of conscious states contemplated by psychology. In 
psychology as in other natural sciences the determinist postulate, or 
law of Causation, must be recognized ; it has no application, how- 
ever, to actual spiritual experience and to the sciences of spirit or 
mind, under which term, I presume, we are to understand, Logic, 
Ethics, the philosophy of Art, Religion and History. This state- 
ment will hardly, in my opinion, take rank as the final solution of 
the problem, though it follows the right direction. The Critique 
of Pure Reason can hardly remain for all time the final statement 
of the principles and postulates of scientific knowledge; and 
philosophy cannot acquiesce in a division of human knowledge 
into diverse sciences with totally distinct Aufgaben and totally 
distinct and even contradictory fundamental principles. 

University College, Cardiff. W. J. Roberts. 



